REMARKS 

Claims 1-50 are pending in the instant application. Claims 1-50 have been rejected. 
Claims 1, 23, 24, 46, and 47 have been amended. The Applicant submits that claims 1-50 are in 
condition for allowance and respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
outstanding rejections. No new matter has been entered. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 US C $103 

Claims 1-50 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable 
over U.S. Publication No. 2004/0143472 to Estrada et al. (hereinafter "Estrada"). The rejections 
of claims 1-50 are respectfully traversed. 

For an obviousness rejection to be proper, the Examiner must meet the burden of 
establishing that all elements of the invention are disclosed in the prior art; that the prior art 
relied upon, coupled with knowledge generally available in the art at the time of the invention, 
must contain some suggestion or incentive that would have motivated the skilled artisan to 
modify a reference or combined references; and that the proposed modification of the prior art 
must have had a reasonable expectation of success, determined from the vantage point of the 
skilled artisan at the time the invention was made. In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1598 (Fed. 
Or. 1988); In Re Wilson, 165 U.S.P.Q. 494, 496 (C.C.P.A. 1970). The Applicant submits that 
claims 1-50 are patentable over Estrada because Estrada does not teach, suggest, or render 
obvious the features recited in claims 1-50. 

Claims 1, 24, and 47 have been amended to recite, inter alia, "receiving a profile for a 
requestor of an event to be executed, said profile including: a personal identifier operable for 
associating said requestor with said profile; a least one communications address for said 
requestor; at least one event recipient identifier operable for identifying an individual or entity 
that is the object of said event, wherein the individual or entity is different from the requestor." 
These features are neither taught by, nor rendered obvious in view of, Estrada. Estrada is 
directed to a system for integrating project events from a place calendar to a personal calendar 
(Abstract). A user selects "whether to send events published on this place's calendar to their 
personal calendar, and specify what calendar and scheduling (C&S) program they use. . .when 
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they are editing their member profile information 716" (paragraph [0052]). Thus, Estrada 
teaches that the information provided in the user's profile is information about himself (i.e., 
personal calendar information) and not information about a recipient who is the object of an 
event. Accordingly, Estrada does not teach recipient identifier information in a requestor's 
profile that identifies an individual or entity that is different from the requestor, as recited in 
Applicant's claims 1, 24, and 47. For at least this reason, the Applicant submits that claims 1, 
24, and 47 are patentable over Estrada. Claims 2-22, 25-45, and 48-50 should also be allowable 
as depending from respective allowable base claims. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
outstanding rejections is respectfully requested. 

Independent claims 23 and 46 have been amended to recite, inter alia , "wherein said 
predefined event list includes: a message; a bill payment; a calendar reminder; an appointment; a 
purchase; a meeting; and an invitation." No new matter has been entered by these amendments. 
Support may be found throughout the Specification and drawings. In addition, these features are 
recited in original claims 3 and 26. Estrada does not teach or suggest a predefined event list 
including each and every aforementioned feature. For at least this reason, claims 23 and 46 are 
patentably distinct from Estrada. The Applicants submit that claims 23 and 46 are in condition 
for allowance and respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding 
rejections. 
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CONCLUSION 



It is believed that the foregoing amendments and remarks fully comply with the Office 
Action and that the claims herein should now be allowable to Applicants. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and allowance is requested. It is submitted that the foregoing amendments and 
remarks should render the case in condition for allowance. 

Accordingly, as the cited references neither anticipate nor render obvious that which the 
applicant deems to be the invention, it is respectfully requested that claims 1-50 be passed to 
issue. 

If there are any additional charges with respect to this Amendment or otherwise, please 
charge them to Deposit Account No. 06-1 130. 
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